PA FEN"! 

DOCK.KT NO. \<* x . V 

REM ARKS 

M --> ! s 'nnosse Jv l e*. on e *L O'kkc V 1 , i > > \ s 

. ■, i G ! > •> s N ' N ^ n 

" m jc - 1 - 15, 126. I2x «3?-K"7 ?« ' \: > s - 53 I - 

_ < 1 1 w v , * 1V s s ^ 0 ^ n ^ V 

canceled. Claims 3-11, 13-16. 30, 59-61, 64-67, 104-115, 126-129, 133-152 and 189 are 
\\ v t r \\ s nn x x o T s s V as r t \ s,. n e ,. - xxe aeoe^ 
\ >hu » X. n 

\ K v ! v ) 

1 6. Remarks and/or corrections have been made in this Response below directed to such 35 
I'X.C, £ 1 12, second eaxxarx s and s ^ 1 id ^ ^ bt.cn amended , mc.ude "i 
cogens d -x , ■)} i\ i i > k { o ' ^ xmo m 

allowance, 

\. , , , " > 1 ^ ( ; Sx ^ 

Claimsl. 17. 20. 22. 23. 25 and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
s pi etau ! nek or lack "ck > x *. des - jj 5..0A. P-k^ -• 

1 2. 

Claim 1 was rejected because "on line 8, it is unclear what is meant by 'sets' of the 

p, U villi >. i\ i S ! v n v > x * v < v 

s >< <. > t -j s o " , \ „ v - , s n — \x 1 v ■ 

|\ N i i v v >■ ■ v I*..-- i ' -h ' X > ,'.,e>.\\n ' v.s 

fp.ir.au 4 x-> a pXx >. 4 m'j h 1.1 siau 

; i t I «~ -X nt ! k I xxx3 v. v ^ u (. i s\ , n xa. * 
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O . V ^<>n N> 

tC^re o N X * 4 w C „ \ * \ ^ f <J V > „ 

O ^ i O OP< O 1 -• ' i c ^ s ' i s < - v ^ 

oonskt-m wuh mathcm if -os vherem a set !-• an object in us o^r. rein j;-d ma> include the null 

0 .< f If It) v. , (. v s • . , IvVi 

Claim I was further rejected because "on line 6, 'the test specimen" lacks clear 

tecede i basis i cimeu : " See fgiyOA ' k 1 

p p > \ v. v i > I u 1 \ I ! i 

v s s k J )v' 'U \ I U MhO K ^ J v. i >v, i i M H 

<pe< s that the lam v 5 s clear th;n each appauit jeludc* a test 

specimen formed iron? the materia! and a temperature control system. Nevertheless, claims I 
and 105 m the .mn «. dependent claims have been amended to overcome ii reject! r n 

;e pos ecit > t 5 >i d test spec im a tempt tr e\ n \ ' i t 

contusion in the event > s ( k is not clear. Applicant requests that the hxammer 

< me f. m„ s M s t si ! 11 < - , p < i in 

condition ior allowance. Therefore, m view id" the fmvusna. Applicant resptsctiuliy requests 

> ' x l t v t > v s i >. \ \ ' „ x \ 

x hem " o.< •> t\\ e«. >vt.,-t < - t » v •> > v h , „ vet . p 1 icsi 

a id > he te-T -pv. ru v ie i>^ee>.e oo hie :fh " the 

v s \n u >> v. .i, k ^ s n -he i o s ! \ e - * ; - f 1 v^so 

the fact that claim ~ has been canceled, Applicant respectfully submits that the rejection of 

claim >ased n 35 1 M § 1 > secooc jaragrapl ss and request* \ sue ejection be 

avn. A e contents eft ? have been incorporate 1 05 

m 
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nor \ v> .o\.- s ;^ 

10 place this application in condition ibr allowance and such rejections have been addressed and 
overcome. 

Claim 20 vms rejected k ^ c e ie j\ c v. ? eeej 

- . * v in t ^ 1 k K " l^'u 1 

amended a address is re C Vpphcan respccUu > suhrn s bn e cwa rf claim 2* 
based o ^ * S.< $ i';2 seen •> > equcsts t C eeOe be 

withdrawn. 

Claim ad v\;)n s v v because "mi idles d-d. *tbc test mechnon' lacks clear Mi 
^ i- s \v v-s 2 * _ ! s <• t v > >ccn 

o i ^ s k, - v ~ i O? 1 { e „ 

second paraerapm muoi ; t reqav^ s J ^ e^ be * < \ vWi 

Claim 23 was rejected because "on lines 2 and 4, 'the test specimen' lacks clear 
antecedent b v C\ v ' it I \> s>cv 

mr ceded. ^ t v ^u' i n s mo i h t i u -> 4 claim N ^ e.med > s v v 

. d >uj m < - d v_ s >v. ^ v. . \< i 
Claim 25 was rejected because **on lines 2 and 4, "the test specimen' lacks clear 
itccedenOa ; s >..x ( > \ - * nes ?0 In ^ m m v 1 - \n bee:; 

v v I 1 . , ^ , , v > Cv' c ^ N > ^ , s * S ' x 

SCO » ' , - > d vW < 1 v 

Claim 2? was re ecte a us a C ie tesi s nc eks t v ecc e; 

basis/' See bblibbb page 3, r 2, lines 3-4. in view oidhe met mat chum 27 has been amended, 
Tib i v v ■> > ^ f e.\C.e ed,r,i" v N sec <. 

■an. p s - u * < r>.'enc.-w f w v. >da be v t! dmw " 
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^ '- ; _ ^ > O 
i aim stands ejcctec unde 351 S I03| i is eing i eatable ov« S v e i 
No 1,80 247 io Robbins in view o U.S. P it N 5.854,433 to Pale See 5 OA mges 3 
f 5. hi -he n;tcHvo: of prosecutorial economy. Applicun! has amended eiainw \ and P-5 to 
incorporate the contents of claim 1 7, which was indicated as allowable by the Examiner. In view 
v < -je o iu - i .\ \ v •> i N ^ i 

i t t tor to f Out all v i' ! denenu rcyvv!;wb dvsein^i arc ku ^ in 

. cu lis allow. cu lo ^ s < .. < re so i 
Rojouylcr 

^ r K v > v < n < , ^ ! ! ! W i e ^ *' t 5 i > ^ ' « 

i'o'-w^e lor-Cv p v. , w 1 u jovi wu io'i ui - aeionsmcLo 

v Marca s > v s P>< 5 e o ink id vstil % id t el l - 1 I 

30. 59-61, 64-6", 104-115, 126-129, 132-152 and 189 be rejoined pursuant to MPKP § $21.04. 

u > ^o IR ed tl s d e clonus, and duss 1 of the; i !N > v 

>« ei * i > s > t a Claim I is found to Ik iK % L ^ $ , s ^ , < ^< 
page 7^1 3, lines 1-3. 

t s o > and 130 6 depend. dia-cU\ or i .oh hi allowable claim I .cad should 

l W, >^U > v ' „ ! v v . W s i i \ t >'i t o 

64-6'' 104-115 12 12o. 132-152 am 18^ com re allot die rn cuoro o the al w able claim ! 
Accordingly, rejoinder of claims 3-11, 13-16, 30, 59-61, 64-67, 104.015, 126-129, 132-152 and 
r •> ~ ipe e v m . „, 



p \ p-n i 

n a \ >, ^ 
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\o aaerc ro<" aw h \ k ...v. 1 v v. -\ * <a .'i J! „r\e \ ■> - \ a r i!\v 

dnient made \ < 1 c pose y he sco >e 

of any ciaim, un a n s en Jim n ad. to 
s. >. t , , a- a > c 1 v kk >. 

s • V V v . ^ « /«. kt \ S , ,vC- "v ^ t-M ' 

< N 1 5 S } I v S l t v i > V. VI { < > 

to credit any overpayments to Depoat Account No. 22-0259. 

ll b .subimucd that the oi.ona clctrh define ihe a vcnOea, vjpaaied by the 
specification and drawings, and ^ in condition for allowance-. AppdearO respectfully requests 
that i i !\ « v o Vh nasu Ov v td 5 tu v N v >k a s a 
qus OMi at v i i x \ v\x i. i o I p v. i ^ v > 'v ^ a it 

is encouraged to telephone the undersigned. 
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